Remarks 



Claims 1-20 are at issue. Claims 1, 2 and 5-9 stand rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Pepe et al. Claims 10-14, 16, and 
18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mills. 
Claims 3 and 4 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pepe et al. Claims 15 and 17 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Mills further in view of Gunluk. 

Independent Claims 1, 10 and 18 have been amended as suggested 
by the Examiner. As amended all the independent claims require that the 
address software extract a plurality of address from an address book. The 
plurality of address are then transferred to the second electronic device 
and stored in the address book of the second electronic device. 

A careful review of Mills and Pepe et al. does not show the extracting 
of the addresses from an address book (database, list) for transmission. In 
addition, the prior art does not show the storage of the addresses in the 
address book of the receiving device. As a result all the independent 
claims are allowable over the prior art which makes the dependent claims 
allowable. 
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Prompt reconsideration and allowance are respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
(Hiatt, Jr.) 




Attorney for the Applicant 
Dale B. Hailing 
Phone: (719) 447-1990 
Fax: (719) 447-0983 

I hereby certify that an Amendment is being deposited 

with the United States Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope 
addressed to: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 

Date Signature (Dale B. Hailing) 




5 



